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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANCX)NED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)0 Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) \Z\ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD, 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) I is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1^7 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)\3 accepted or b)0 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
11 )0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)0 approved b)0 disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C, §§119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)OAII b)|^Some*c)0 None of: 

1.|3 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) O The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

4) O Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). 



1) l2Sl Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) S Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) [3 Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 3 . 



5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) 0 Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 
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Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the call control server mentioned in 
claim 1 and host server mentioned in claim 2, must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the 
claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a) because they fail to show "operator 
server" on Line 8 and "the second part (B) . . ." on Line 25, as described in the specification. 
Any structural detail that is essential for a proper understanding of the disclosed invention should 
be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). A proposed drawing correction or corrected 
drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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3. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, because when the word 
"arbitrary" is used this claim is considered as a single means claim. The claim covers every 
conceivable means for achieving the stated purpose was held nonenabling for the scope of the 
claim because the specification disclosed at most only those means known to the inventor. 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Regarding claim 2, the phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite because it is unclear 
whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(d). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an apphcation for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AEPA) do not apply to the examination of this application as the application being examined 
was not (1) filed on or after November 29, 2000, or (2) voluntarily published under 35 U.S.C. 
122(b)- Therefore, this application is examined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment 
by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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5. Claim 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Seazholtz, et al 
(US-PAT-NO: 5,594,789). 

Regarding claim 1, Seazholtz teaches on Column 2 Line 14, Column 3 Line 50, Column 5 Line 
50 and FIG. 10, a multimedia transmission system providing dynamic services by ISCP, which 
generates the call control messages. The said ISCP is a call control server. On Column 4 Line 50, 
Seazholts teaches that the memory is a host server providing audio/video program materials. 

Regarding claim 2, Seazholts teaches on Column 3 Line 20 that calls are received by two 
gateways from the data network. Seazholts also teaches on Column 4 Line 21 that the access 
concentrator identifies the subscriber and x.l21 address (the called party number). On Column 6 
Line 48, Seazholts teaches that the DTMF dial tone is detected. On Column 20 Line 57, 
Seazhohs teaches that the MPEG2 receives and generates MPEG2 data stream. On Column 5 
Line 50, Seazholts teaches that ISCP generates a message on detection of a call. The said 
message is an event message. On Column 5 Line 55, Seazholts teaches that the call control 
message is used by the network offices. 



Regarding claim 3, Seazholts discloses on Column 24 Line 18 that MPEG video and audio 
decoder is used. The said decoder is a transcoding system, which includes synthesizing and 
sequence reproduction. 
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Regarding claim 4, Seazholts teaches on Column 35 Line 25 the digital card would synthesize 
speech signals. 

Regarding claim 5, Seazholts teaches on Column 38 Line 57 and Column 35 Line 53 that a new 
voice message is stored and incoming message is recorded. 

Regarding claim 6, Seazholts teaches on Column 5 Line 51 once sufficient information about the 
call has reached the ISCP, the ISCP returns call control message to complete the call. The said 
sufficient information is the event signaled by the host server. 

Regarding claim 7, Seazhohs teaches on Column 8 Line 4 and Column 9 Line 25 the integrated 
system is connected to a service control point comprises a database storing call processing data. 
The said database is a customer database. The integrated system is also connected to auxiliary 
voice interface such as a voice server. The said voice server is a host server. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Mary Quinton et al (US-PAT-NO: 6,343,1 16 Bl) teach a muhimedia system with call 
controller on the WAN. 

• Richard Reisman (US-PAT-NO: 6,125,388) teaches multiple electronic information 
products transported between users and remote sources. 
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Any inquiry concerning this application and office action should be directed to the 



examiner Ming Chow whose telephone number is (703) 305-4817. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 am to 5 pm. If attempts to reach the examiner 
by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Fan Tsang, can be reached on (703) 
305-4895. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Customer Service whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
0377. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or, faxed to TC2600's Customer Service FAX number 703-872-9314 



Patent Examiner 



Art Unit 2645 
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Ming Chow 




